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Sundry Queries tendred to ſuch as are, 


or profeſs themſelves to be Miniſtefs of 


JESUS CHRIST, for clearing the Doctrine of 1 
the FOURTH COMMANDER T. Andthe | 
LORDS SABBATH DAY. 


To all that are, or profeſs themſelves to be the Minifters of Jeſus 

Chriſt*; Theſe enſuiug Qacrjcs are humbly preſented to be con- 

> (idered, for the clearing ot the truth in this weighty controvercy, 
F  aboutthe SABBATH DAY, 


LA nerie. 1. 


BD 'Hether the Fourth Commandement, ex- 
preſt, Zxed 20. be not Morral and perpe- 
9 cual, as well as the other nine be, yea or no? 
Leer. 2. Whether the ſcope and drift 
of that tourth Precept, be not to perſwade us 
do lay by the works of our calling ens dey in 
N ſeven, — on that diy Wholly, gi 


ay. 
9 
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Aa | up our ſelves to wait on the Lord, in 
performance of duties of piety and mercy , for our attaining of, 
and erowing in ſanctification and holineſs ? M2 485 
Auer. 3. Whether the fourth Precept, do not as ſtrictiy bind 

* us to keep holy the ſeventh day. of or from the Creation, as it bind- 7 

eth us to the obſervation of a ſeventh day.? . THT 

Y 2 « 4, If the ſeventh daies Sabbath, be not Aſorral and per- 


1 


ten,” 
al” 
frag, 


ted 
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ars 


then how comes it to paſs 5 or appoic 


= [6] 
nll foes the firſt —— when man 6 in 6 heed of 
* a Saviour; nor yet of ſuch s cetime 8. u . 
D. He ſeventh yex Sabbath be 8 nt Vol, ua by 
lack — A. — rea 1 5 — 
"es all mevin Adu, when there was no diffcreng 
between Jew aud Gentile ? and was obſerved by command from 
the begining, as appears by comparing together, Gem. 2. 3. and 
Seed. 16. 18. to 31. 22 
Quer 6. If when out Lord Jeſys ſaich, Mate. 5. 1 8. that 20. 
heaven and earth paſs, one jot or tittle ſhauld in no wiſe paſs from 
the Low. If — not the Law of the ten Commande- 
ments, expreſt in Exod. 20, then hat Law did he mean ? 
Quer. 7. It thedevencth daies Sabbath be not Morrall, but an 
abrogated cerimony now ſince the death of Chriſt ; then wherefore 
ſhoald our Saviour inſtruct his beloved Apoſtles, that mult inſtruct 
chriſtian Churches to pray, Matt. 24. 20. that they-might not fly 
er the Sabbath, knowing chat their flight would fall out more than 
| chirty yearcsafter his death : Ly 
Der, 8. If there be a day inſtituted or appointed for holy, in- 
Read of the Sabbath, without a word or warrant from God: how 
much doth this come ſhort ot will worſhip? 
Leer. 9 It there be any word from the Lord, or from any of 
his Apoſtles, Prophets, or — for the changing of the day; 
from which of them is it, or where is it rien 
err. 10. If. there be mo text of ſcripguge;that vg 
changing of Gods holy reſt, from the ſeyenthday to th 
of the week ; wherefore ſhould we follow Neue the A 
| * ia chis — — 1 : | 
:. +. DO wer, 11. If there be never ſo weighty<4 | 
judęments ef men, for the ing of che e N 
ſafficient ground to change it, without a waxdhigayGod?.. 
© wer. 12, Whether you find any part of all the New Teſtament, 
or any chriſtian Author for one thouland five hundted years after 
Chriſt, chat in any Book or writing, or relation at any time; did call 
the firſt day of the week the Sabbath day: ifſo, ſhew who, and 
in what Book, or writing itis ſo? 
rer. 13. Whether you find not that as in all the New Teſta- 
meut, which was all written after Chrifts death, for the nſe ge 
a Eos chriſt ia 
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chriſtians to the worlds end 4 a ind Greekehriti. 
an Aﬀrbors, the ſeventh day, (which now from the 2 
tome is named Saturday,) is alway, in all their writings both Civ 
D 
ment Re of R , nd W t provi 
that they never made o bold with that day, as they did withall 
other daics, to which they gave heatheniſh names. 
Brloved and much honoured, the reaſons of my troubling you . 
with this great buſinc& at this time, is, the weight and worth of 
this truth g for che knowledg of the Lords Sabbath, and the holy 
obſervation of it, doth emiaently tend to our help and further- 
ance in Sanctiſica tion and holincls ; and there be very graci ons 
promiſcs made to them that (hall ſanctiſie the Sabbath, 7/a. 56. 2, 
3.43, . and 58.13, 14. Kc. which makes me tſteem it atruch 
ol great worth, x We | 
But Secendly, I find-the judgments of men very much at a loſs 
about the Sabbath: Se ſaying that the Sabbath is now abolliſh- 
ed, ind ſo chere is none ſince the comming of Chriſt ; neither are 
we bound to keep am day holy now. Sexe others there be 2s 
learned as ny, and the moſt cc le for number, that ſay the 
old Sabbath is abolliſhed- by She Church ; · and the firſt day of the 
week is made holy ivicad thereof 3 and that the Church hath au- 
thority ſo to do. M bind ſont of men there be which ſay, the day 
was changerl by Chriſt for, the honour of the work of Redemption. 
Now dofredyaeknowlcdg unto you, that wich none of theie three 
opinions Lam at preſent fatisfed. - 


For the Fit of ib, I; cannor exfily believe that that Law 
viich was greue: neeby aeration, Gen. 2. 3, 8. and was fpoken by 
the Lords n voice from heaven, out ot ihe mideſt of the fire, 
Exod. 19. 20. 1 Davt: 4 12. 13. and 5 22, 33, 24. and Which a- 
lone was writ wir h ys on finge ts in Tables of ſlone to be kept in 
the Ark, and that. are fo. cate „ by Aleſes, from 
the ſtatutes and judgments which he taught Iſras; ard be hath 
diſcribed- h m by abe. nambof Tes {ommandements, Fred, 31. 
18. and: 3. 15.16. and 34. 28. Deut. 4 13, 14. and 3. 22. and 
9. 10, M415, 17. and 10. 1 2, 3.4. 5. ſhould be any of them 
abollfbed : c muſt have. better ground xa helieve it, than any at 
preſent I ſee, ot elſe I canno ng 

10955 3 


The 


* 
— 


$4 . | er ( . ) 
| The Serond Opinion (cems tomeaitogether 2+ bad, or worſe than 
the torther; chat the Church ſhould have any ſuch power in works © 
of this nature, ſeems to me unlikely,the Lord ſo frequent- 
ly ferbjdding her, to add to kis word, or demidiſh from it, Deut. 
4. 2. and 12.33. loſs; 1. 7. Prov. 30. 6. Revel.22. 18.19. A- 
gain, Chriſt is ſaid to be in al things bead to the Church, Epheſ. 
1, 22. ani we have one Law giver, lam. 4 12. weread of no more, 
Again, the tranſgrefſing of rhe Commandenstnts of God, to bring in 
the traditions of men, was vain worſhip in Chriſts time, and ſocon- 
demned by him, Matt. 15. 3,6, g. and therefore a fin now ſure ; 
and if this change muſt be admitted of as good, upon this account; 7 
ſee not how we can avoid falling back to Babylon agun, & receiving 
all Remer traditions, although never ſo contrary to the Scriptures. 
To the Third Opinion, I am as hard tobe reconciled as to the former. 
Firſt becauſe I find no word in the Scriptures evidencing this, that 
' Chriſt did change the day. Secondly of that any of his follo wers 
did it by his authority, nor yet the leaſt mention made of any ſuch 
rea/on in the word, as the work of Redemptios, or the Reſwrrettion 
1 Chrift,as a cauſe of the change chereot; but that the Church in ite 
aſtacy did change it, I doubt not, as ſlice hath done all other the 
Lords holy ordinances: But that there is auytholeaſt wartant from 
the word of truth for ber ſo doing, is all the doubt. But further, 
the ſcriptures are flat againft it; our Saviour would not have us chink 
he came about any ſach buſintſr, Mat. 5. 7, 18,19, Therefore 1 
do beſeech you all, in the frar of God, take this mattet into your 
ſerious conſidetation, and ſhew fome- good ground from the ſcrip- 
tures for your weg/cH? of keeping the Lordi hoh Sabbath ; and your 
ſuffering, the people to five m this great fin of making the Lords 
boly day, their greateſt working . throtgh the whole Nation, 
or elſe repent your ſelves, and p:riwadethe ptople to repenrance 
alſo; as you willatiſwer it at the great duy oſ account. 

But now becauſe there is ſome ſhew of proof brought for this 
Third and laſt Opinion, therefore I ſhall examine it betore I leave 
it. And as for what is alledged from Jobs 20, 19. it ein be no 
proof of their keeping the fir day of the week as a Sabbath, al- 
though they met together, fox in Luke 24. 11. 13+ it appeareth ce 
vidently they did not believe that Chriſt was riſen from chi dead, 
therefore they could not keep the day by his appointment for the 
hoagur thereof, kg Secondly 
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decondly, two of the Diſciples Went a journey of threſcore fur longs - 
that ſame day; which going and coming was not lefs ets | 


wilts, doo much for a Sabbath dares journey, when it is to go from 
the Aſſembly of the Saints. And Thirdly they kept the day next 
before it holy, Zuke 23. 56. and it is not like they kept rwo Sab- 
baths together. And as for what is alledged from verſe 26. that 


be appeared to them again after eight dai i, It needs no more anſwer 


but this, It Nix. were gicer.cight daies, as the text ſuth ic was, 
then i tbe pe the eighth day and ſoit can be no proot in 
that caſe, and as for what is affirmed by ſome, that all Chriſts ap- 
pearings after be aroſe were on the firſt daies of the week: I ſay it 


wants proof from the ſcripture, but it ic were ſo, it would bc ſo 


farre from proving it a Sabbath; that it would prove it the con- 
trary : For the third time in John, of his appearing to them, he 
found ſome of them a fiſbing, and he reproved them not, bat ſer them 
to work ; /ook Joh 21. from the 1. to the 15, And 2s for that text, 
Ad, 20.7. 1 ſay thus, it is to be enquired of them that bring this 
text, to prove that the Sabbath is changed; whether the breaking of 
Bread here, muſt needs be meant of the Lords Supper;or may it not 


rather be underſtood of common eating ? ſeeing breaking of bread / 


is as well uſed for common eating, as in A#s 2 46. But it ſeems 
more likely for this reaſon alſo, becauſe Paul was to [ 

of them on the morrow morning. But that which is molt clear a- 
gainſt this opinion is, the ſeaſon in which they brake bread, it be- 


. midnight , not an uſual hour for this duty of remembting 


work, for it they met ia the day light before, and kept it a abbath, 
then this after-midnight in which they brake bread , could be no 
Sabbath; it belonging unto the ſeeond day of the week ; for this is 
evident by ſeript ure, that the night of every day, goeth before the 
day, Gen.1,2,5, $,1:,19, 23, 1. Levit. 23. 32. But if they 
met in the ##g be of the firſt day of the week, that goeth betore the 
day light, and is part of that day , then is it cvident that the firſt day 
of the week is no Sabbath, becauſe P aul ſet forward on his journey 
in that yery, morning, and ſo this text fals ſn rt ot being apy proof 
of the change of the Sabbath like ] ſ e. 
2) Aenmight beinguired, Whether ha ed, J reached that js 
there put ii in te . edu. e 6.99, 21d. whether 
+the ſame word in alſ other places, Iwaics tran ae. 
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Chriſts death; and as may appear, was not done a5 a Sabbarhs daies C153 C. | 
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fed, ot raaſoncd, and never tr d-Preached; and if generally 
10 1 in = _ places, then Was it 2 nprof 570 
lated here, as it it ſhould prove the | he week © * 
Sabbath, for want ot 2 or of Kel F 2 7 1 
There is yet a text more brought, 1 Cr. 18. x, 2. to prove # 
changing of the Sabbath alſa, but it is commonly alledged with this 
addition, whey you meet together on thi firſt day ot᷑ the werk, juſt 
as if it were ſo written in the text indeed 3 Whetedsghere is not 
dne word of the Charches meering or coming Yogechiey text, 
but oncly of each mans laying «ſide by bits * ſomething for the 
poor Saints at [erufalems, according as Got bad/yroſpered hm; that 
lo at Pauli text coming to them, their charity might be ready to be 
ſent away. So that in this text there is'no root for un man to 
prove, that on the firſt day of the week here wis any Cbureh- meet 
ing, ot Sabbath daies work appointed to be done, but rather cu 
ſidering what good bargains had been made the weex before, and s. 
looking ever Shop- hook and caſting up Accounts, to (ce. betw gu 
bad bl:(ſed their labort the mec before and what might be ſpared 
out of cheir gains, to mike'a pur ſe tor the poor Saints if /arwſal:as, 
this is the clear import of chis text, for how elſe ſhall men /ay'by 
them accordingly as G bath proſpertd — take accu 
how he hath proſptred them; now Pau appointing this work to be 
done upon the firft day of the week, it ſnews plainly that che day is 
no Sabbath, and it is moſt likely it was ſo appointed, to prevent 
the doing of it at che latter end of the week, leiſt it ſhould oecuſion 
their intrenchiog upon the Sabbath for the doing of it. 
There is alſo one other text, that is ſummoned im commonly eb ap- 
pear for proving the change of the Sabbath from the ſeventh day to 
the firſt | wa of the week, Revel, 1. o. I is the ſpirit ow the 
Lords day. Now by whatrule of ſcripture theſe men eall thefiy 
day of the week the Lords day, Ino tv not; no text of ſcripꝛaie 
ever I read of , ever knew it by chat name yet, or by ny other 
name but onely this, rhe firſt day of the'weth : but indeed theſeventh 
day is known by the name of the Lord) day very well in the ſer ip- 
tures, the Lord himſelt gave it this nme, Ed. 10 10 and the 
e knew it by this the,” Iſa 38 13. do eint if we 
will perm the ſeriptutts to Be fadge in lite brſe. the 
tame of the Lords di co the ſepe rb az but if we will dead have 
ee eee 4 070 Ol ce 
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the firſt day of the week to bear away this noble title, it muſt have 
it from ſome old tradition only, now it is not hard for me to believe, 
that the Church might ſoon corrupt her ſelf, and ſuperſtitiouſly ob- 
ſerve the firſt day of the week tor the honour of Chriſts Reſurrecti- 
on, as traditition gives us an accomnt they did obſerve the ſixt day 
alſo for the honour ot his death; for in how ſhort a time did the 
true Church of God miſcarry, as farre as this comes to; and grew 
Aaren the High Prieſt into the ſnare with them for company, in ma- 
king a day holy to the Lord, Exed.32.5 6, Soalſo might the Church 
ſoon after the Apoſtles death, ſer a part the firſt day of the week up- 
ona godly intenſion, and yet upon ſome ſuperſtitious account, 2 
when they had ſo done, it would not be at all hard to honour it with 
the name of the Lords day: But further, the Papiſts themſelves con- 
feſs in their Commentary upon this very text, that the firſt day of 
the week i kept holy by tradition, and not by authority of ſcriptures, 
alſo from Bec ſiaſtical hiſtory, Secrates Book 5. Chap 21. It is 

lain, that Churches came together ro break breadin remem- 

rance of Chriſis death ox the Sabbath day, for ſome hundreds of 
years after Chriſt, but oxely the ¶ hurch of Rome, &c which (faith 
the hiſtory) aſed to do it en the firſt day of the week, upon an old tra- 
ditiew : So that if men be willing to ſee from whence the changing 
of the day came, it will not be hard to find it out. 

For the other two Opinions, I ſhall not at preſent trouble my 
ſelf further with them, becauſe their ill comp exion ſeems to pro- 
miſe, that they will dye of themſelves. 

So leaving my writings to your reading and conſideration, I re- 
main, Tour ſervant, and the ſervant of all men, 
for the truths ſake, 


W. Salter. 


Her Prieſt: have violated my law, and have prophaned my' holy 
things , they har e put no difference between the holy and prophane ; 
neither have they ſhewed difference brtween the unclean and the 
clean; and they have hid their eyes from my Sabbaths and I am pro- 
phaned among them. Exck. 22. 26. 

Bleſſed is the man that doth this, and the (on of man that layeth 
hold on it; that keepeth the Sabbath fi om polutiug it, and leepeth hi 
hand from doing any cvill. Iſa. 56. 2. 
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